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CHAPTER I 
INTRO DO CTI ON 
The way was opened for the establishment of state policy with 
reference to public education when the tenth amendment of the Federal. 
Constitution left to each state of the union the right and the respon-
sibility to organize its educational system as it saw fit. In addi-
tion, land grants by the federal government made possible the creation 
of school funds for educational purposes. Whenever local. districts 
receive aid from the state a report of some form is required from the 
local school district. This state aid in turn demands the district's 
compliance with the state regulations. Consequently, state officials 
are appointed to receive these reports from participating schools and 
to act on matters relating to the apportionment of funds and 
establishment of state policy.1 
The functions of the original state offic~s were concerned 
largely with the management of funds, tabulation of records, and 
serving in an advisory capacity with respect to school law. The fact 
that each state was given individual authority for its own educational 
program caused the practices and policies between the states to vary 
considerably. As time has progressed these early offices, with few 
!unctions, have developed into our present state education departments 
with their comprehensive structure dealing with numerous 
. 1 Studies Departments Educati?n (Washin~ton, D. C.: 
Office of Education, United States Government Printing Office, 
Bulletin No. 6, 1940), Monograph No. l, P• l. 
responsibilities in areas of administration, supervision, and 
advisory services. 
2 
New York State was the first state to enact a law establishing 
a state office of education. This law, enacted June 19, 1812, clearly 
shows the early conception of the functions of the office. The law 
is quoted herewith: 
THE NEW YORK ACT 
I. Be it enacted by the people of the State of New York, 
represented in Senate and Assembly, that there shall be consti-
tuted an office within the State, known and distinguished as the 
superintendent of common schools, which superintendent shall be 
appointed by the council of appointment, and shall be allowed 
an annual salary or $300, but not to be under pay until he shall 
give notice of the first dist.ribution of school money, payable 
in the same way as is provided for other of.fices, by the act 
entitled "an act for the support of government." 
II. And be it further enacted, that it shall be the duty of 
the superintendent aforesaid, to digest and prepare plans for 
the improvement and management of the canmon school fund, and 
for the better organization of common schools; to prepare and 
report estimates and expenditures of the school moneys, to 
superintend the collection thereof, to execute services relative 
to the sale of lands, which now are or herer f ter may be approp-
riated, as a permanent fund for the support of common schools, 
as may be by law required of him; to give information to the 
legislature respecting all matters referred to him by either 
branch thereof, or which will appertain to his office; and 
generally to perform all such services relative to the welfare 
of the schools as he shall be directed to perform and shall 
prior to his entering upon the duties of his office, take an 
oath or a.1'2irmation for the diligent and faithful execution of his trust. 
The above law did not become effective until almost 200 years 
af'ter the first state (Massachusetts) had made state-wide provisions 
for public schools.3 It was several years after New York had 
2 ~•, Monograph No. 1, P• 19 • 
.3 ~-, Monograph No. l, P• 18. 
established the office that the next state made provisions for such 
an office. Maryland followed in 1826 with Michigan making provision 
for a similar office in 1829. By 1839 eight other states had es-
tablished similar offices. Table 1 indicates the years within which 
provision for the office of the chief state school officer has been 
made by the respective states. 
TABLE l 
YEARS WITHIN WHICH PROVISION WAS MADE 
FOR OFFICE OF CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER4 
3 
1812-29 1830-39 1840-49 185o-59 1860-69 
1 90-
1870-79 1900 
New York Louisiana Iowa Minnesota Colorado Virginia Oklahoma 
Maryland Pennsylvania Rhode Island Utah Nevada Arizona 
Michigan Tennessee Indiana North Washington Delaware 
Massachusetts Illinois Carolina West 
Ohio Florida Arkansas Virginia 
Connecticut New Jersey Alabama New Mexico 
Kentucky Vermont Texas Montana 
Missouri Maine Nebraska South 
Mississippi Kansas Dakota 









FUNCTIONS OF STATE DEPARTMENTS OF EDUCATION 
As educational programs in various states improve the demand 
for additional guidance and direction increases. Since the local 
schools are expected to meet greater responsibilities and obligations 
the services provided by the state departments must expand in order 
that effective leadership can be provided. 
In general there are three factors which effect the growth of 
the state department of education. In the first place., as more state 
and federal aid is made available to the schools., more regulations 
and limitations are established. Secondly., the state must provide 
some staff member to direct the program; and thirdly., the social 
factor., in which society expects the school to take on more and more 
responsibilities as other institutions fail to do so., has caused 
considerable expansion of services by the state department. There 
are many cultural changes in the past few decades that have affected 
the school program. A number ot cultural changes that create new 
challenges to the school are changes in population., changes in the 
industrial economy., changes in the home., increase in crime and de-
linquency., depletion of our natural resources, the shrinking world., 
expanding frontiers of knowledge., and mass school enrollments. "It 
has been estimated that between 1700 and 1950 the number of subjects 
offered as basic in the elementary school increased £ram three to no 
less that 25. 0 5 The desire of parents to give their children the best 
5 R. c. Faunce and N. L. Bossing., Developing~~ Curriculum 
(New York: Prentice Hall., Inc • ., 1951)., P• 12-30. 
5 
education possible has resulted in consolidation of many small schools. 
It is generally believed that the large school provides greater oppor-
tWlities for the child. With the consolidation of schools an increase 
in the responsibilities of the state department of education resulted. 
Since the organi.Zation of the first state school officer with 
his few duties, a ntnnber of services have been recognized as definite 
functions of state departments of education. Some of the more recog-
nized functions as stated by the United St~tes Office of Education6 
are: 
1. Financing of Schools 
2. Assistance on School Plant Problems 
J. Pupil Personnel Services 
4. Education of Teachers 
5. Supervision of Instruction 
6. Supervision of Elementary Education 
7. Supervision of Secondary Education 
8. State Supervisory Programs for the Education of 
Exceptional Children 
9. Supervision of the Education of Negroes 
10. Supervision of Out-of-school Youth and Adults 
ll. Supervision of Parent Education 
12. Supervision of Health and Physical :&,1cation 
School finance is a function of the state department of edu-
cation.7 The control over education which the people of a local 
community in any state exercise is delegated to them by the state. 
These educational responsibilities are delegated to the state de-
partment of education specifically by law or implied by law. The 
states vary widely regarding restrict.ions and authorizations of 
6 Fred Beach, 11Selected References of the State Department of 
Education," (Washington, D. c.: United States Office of Education, 
Circular No. 345, 1952), P• 14. 
7 F. H. Swift, Federal~~ Policies Public School 
Finance (New York: Ginn and Company, 1931), P• 84. 
6 
local school districts in financial matters. 
The functions of several state departments of education 
regarding public school finance include supervision of public-school 
budgeting and accounting, establishment and administration of teacher 
salary schedules, administration of teacher retirement systems, and 
auditing public-school business transactions.8 
School plant problems are not uniformly accepted as a function 
of state departments of education.9 There are those states in which 
one or more state department members give all of their time to 
school building work. Some state departments appoint members of the 
staff to work part time on problems related to school buildings while 
other states make no provisions whatsoever. 
State department functions relating to school buildings are 
not consistent. Common services that several state departments deem 
worthy of consideration are as follows: making preliminary surveys, 
providing consultative service, making annual re orts of school plant 
conditions, condemnation of unsafe buildings, establishment of 
standards for playgrounds, and approving and supervising new plant 
construction. In addition to the above services some states actually 
prepare plans and specifications for construction of school buildings. 
Numerous services for the education of the teacher are 
provided by state departments of education. Here, as in many other 
8 Studies of State Departments of Education, op.cit., 
Monograph No. 3, P• vr.-
9 Ibid., Monograph No. 4, p. 1. 
7 
functions, the extent to which the state acts is limited by law. 
There exist many different forms of services concerning teacher edu-
cation. Teacher placement services, certification of teachers, 
administrative and professional services relating to preservice edu-
cation, and accreditation of institutions for teacher education are 
some of the services provided by state departments of education. The 
u. S. Office of EducationlO states that the following services are 
being rendered by state departments of educatiQn: 
Personal consultation service at State department offices; 
instructional visitation by State department staff members; 
initiation, organization, or conduct of local, State, or regional 
conferences and meetings; initiation or conduct of State surveys 
of institutions, individually or by groups; securing part-time 
services of State or out-of-State consultants or leaders in 
teacher education; collection of statistical or other reports 
from institutions; conduct organized research or study of the 
institutions; keeping of centralized teacher personnel records; 
and dissemination of information through various means such as 
printed or mimeographed publications, public addresses, 
correspondence and wire services; and the like. 
Supervision of instruction is of relatively recent origin as a 
function of state departments of education.11 Legal authority for 
state supervision of instruction is inconsistent.12 Twelve states 
legalize state instructional supervision through a general or applied 
authority. Fourteen states have specific activities or supervisory 
functions prescribed by legislative action; while in twenty-two states 
the state board of education or the chief state school officer is 
10 Ibid., Monograph No. 6, p. 99. 
11 lli.5!•, Monograph No. 7, P• 10-ll. 
12 ~-, Monograph No. 1, P• J2. 
8 
given discretionary powers of appointment. 
The present conception of supervision is that the state super-
visor does not function for the purpose of inspections only, but 
rather to provide constructive services to the various teachers and 
schools which will result eventually in the improvement of the learning 
situation. Some of the procedures used by state supervisors include 
conferences, school visitations, preparation of teaching materials, 
publications, encouraging relationship with other agencies, co-
ordination of programs and activities, and demonstration teaching.13 
State departments of education have been neither consistent 
nor uniform. in the development of supervision. Some areas of the 
educational program are supervised quite extensively while in other 
areas the development has been sporadio.14 The trend in recent years 
has been toward more and more supervision by state departments of 
education. This becomes evident when one studies the increase in the 
number of state supervisors. Table 2 points ~ut that the trend of 
the state departments of education has been to provide more super-
visors. 
EVOLUTION OF PUPll, TRANSPORTATION 
Before 1869 in the United States the transportation of school 
children at public expense was not recognized as a legitimate tax-
supported program; however, since that time it has been universally 
13 ~., Monograph No. 7, P• 17. 
14 ~•, P. 1001 • 
TABLE 2 
DISTRIBUTION OF STATE SUPERVISORS 
BY SPECIAL FIELDS AND YEARSlS 
Fields 19ili 
Number of SuEervisors 
I224 19)1'.i 
Adult Education l 21 22 
Curriculum 0 0 2 
Elementary Education .3 15 36 
Libraries 3 8 19 
Negro Education 0 17 26 
Parent Education 0 0 l 
Physical and Health Education 0 26 30 
Secondary Education 21 57 65 
SEecial Education 0 16 34 











accepted as a part of the tax program. Noble gives three distinct 
periods of developnent in the process of pupil transportation. 
Witterl6 describes these as: 
1. The era of private methods of transportation. 
2. The era in which the concept of transportation as a 
public rather than a private responsibility has its 
beginning. 
J. The era of motor bus transportation. 
The era of private methods of transportation was a compromise 
between taking the school to the children and taking the children 
to school. It was the method used for the parents and grand-
parents of today's children. Because of the great distances 
encompassed by the frontier, many rural schools were built, but 
with the many small districts it was still necessary for children 
to travel as much as ten miles to get to school. 
1$ Ibid., P• 125-129. 
9 
16 J. c. Witter, nsome Practices in School Bus Transportation 
in One-Hundred Western Kansas Schools,n (an unpublished doctor's 
dissertation, Lawrence, Kansas: The University of Kansas, 1952), P• 4. 
Quoting :u:. c. Noble. 
Since 1920 the movement to consolidate the many rural school 
districts into a larger, centrally located school has gained 
momentum. The improvement in means of transportation and in 
roads has contributed to the gradual elimination of the one 
teacher rural school. 
Noble gives 1869 as the date when the first transportation 
law was passed and the beginning of the second era. The 
legislature of Massachusetts passed an act which authorized 
local communities to tax themselves for the transportation of 
pupils. The act gained its importance from the fact that it 
established pupil transportation as a legitimate part of the 
oomm.unity•s taxation program. Thus 1869 became the year in 
which pupil transportation began to be regarded as a public 
rather than a private responsibility. As time has gone by, 
every state has assumed the responsibility to transport rural 
children to school at public expense. 
Prior to 1900 school transportation was in an experimental 
stage. •Kid hacks" were drawn by horses and used in some 
localities. Slowness of travel, inclement weather, and poor 
roads made any extensive program of such pupil transportation 
difficult. A.f'ter 1900, the automobile and the school bus 
contributed to the phenomenal growth in pupil transportation 
at public expense. The era of motor bus transportation had 
arrived by 1920. 
10 
School transportation expenditures have mounted continuously. 
In the fiscal year, 1949-1950, $204,611,983 was spent for transporting 
6,980,689 public school children.17 This growth has been due largely 
to the desire of the .American rural people to provide an educational 
offering for their children equivalent to that of urban sections. 
'lhe principle of state responsibility for education has taken on 
very definite meaning in recent years. The stage has changed from a 
latent attitude of permissibility to an attitude of conscious respon-
sibility for the providing of equaJ. educational opportunity for all 
17 Kansas School Transportation Study (Topeka., Kansas: 
Department of Public Instruction, 1952), P• 19. 
ll 
children within the state.18 The 1953 Yearbookl9 of the Department 
ot Rural Education points out that: 
Pupil transportation has brought the advantages of a modern 
school to children whose educational opportunity might otherwise 
have been limited to a small one-teacher school. It has extended 
to the isolated child the opportunity of a high school education. 
It has protected the health and safety of children who might 
otherwise have been required to make their w113 to school in all 
kinds of weather and on foot, sometimes on busy highways. It 
has improved school attendance. It has made possible the closing 
of inefficiently operating schools and, through the reorganizations 
into more effective administrative units, has brought about better 
utilization of school funds, school buildings, and instructional 
personnel. With the creation of larger schools, curricular 
offerings have expanded so that opportunities, otherwise impos-
sible, have became practical. Through the use of school buses 
many children are having an opportunity for first hand experience 
in activities beyond the reach of the classroan. In some 
instances, including a number of city school systems, transpor-
tation is provided for special groups (such as the physic~ 
handicapped) by specially designed and equipped buses. 
This evidence that pupil transportation has made an over-
-whelming contribution to American education by bringing new 
opportunities to children who without this service would be 
handicapped by isolation or by physical limitation could be 
amplified many times. This evidence can be found in nearly 
every rural community. 
TRANSPORTATION AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE EDUCATIONAL PROORAM 
Education. in the United States is universally' recognized as a 
state function; however, in most states much of this responsibility is 
delegated to the local unit. Related studies indicate that the 
18 R. L. Johns, State and Local Administration of School 
Transnortation (New York:Teaohers College, Columbia University, 1928), 
P• 12. 
19 Howard A. Dawson, "Pupil Transportation," Yearbook of the 
Department of Rural Education (Washington, D. C.: National Education 
Association, 1953')'; p. 162. 
13 
had gr own up in same of these local uni ts. As a result, there 
has been a gradual shifting of some of the responsibility fran 
the l ocal units to the States, particularly for setting standards 
and prescribing certain procedures and, in a majority of the 
States, for bearing part or all of the cost of the service. 
Witter23 points out that pupil transportation can no longer be 
left entirely to local management and control, but that, "state super-
vision by the State Department of Education is a necessity if organi-
zation and efficiency are to emerge £ran the variety of present 
practices." He further recommends that: 
A State Director of Transportation be appointed to head 
the State Department of Transportation and that this official 
be granted broad supervisory powers over local districts. 
Three criteria of pupil transportation are to be considered 
if an effective and practical program is to be operative. Cyr and 
Darla.nd24 recognize these three criteria as fundamental factors in 
pupil transportation. 
The three criteria for measuring the soundness of a school 
transportation program are safety, economy, and dequacy. If 
it is unsafe, the risk to children is too gr~at; if it is 
uneconomical, school funds already limited are being drained 
from the educational program itself', and if it is inadequate, 
children who should be transported are °Qeing denied their 
rightful opportunity to an education. 
Safety is a primary consideration in pupil transportation. 
This responsibility should be recognized before all other aspects. 
When proper safety precautions and practices are observed, riding a 
school bus can be a safe educational experience. For this to be a 
23 J. c. Witter,~•~•, P• 115-ll6. 
24 F. w. Cyr and D. n. Darland, "Growth and Development of 
School Transportation." School Elcecutive, 66:48-49, February, 1947. 
reality every school official should be ever alert to factors 
involving safety in pupil transportation. 
Cost statistics on pupil transportation show that there is a 
need for improvement in organizational and operational procedures. 
T~ble 3 points out that there is a wide variation in pupil transpor-








PUPIL TRANSPORTATION COS'IS OF SELil:: ?ID STA 'IBS 
FOR 1949-1950 FISCAL YEAR.25 
Cost per child 
transported State 
Ohio 






















Average of nation 29.31 
In Table 3, Kansas,Oklab.oma, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Georgia., 
and North Carolina were selected and grouped in pairs wit h respect to 
geographical regions. New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Texas, 
California, and North Carolina, each were selected because they 
transported over 300.,000 pupils. The states, Montana and North 
Carolina, were selected because they represent the states having the 
highest and lowest costs per child transported. Nevada was listed 
because of the fact that it is the state that transports the fewest 
25 Kansas School Transportation Study, op.cit., p. 18. 
15 
number of pupils (4,265). 
A report by the Wisconsin State Department of Education26 
indicates that a wide variation exists in the cost of pupil transpor-
tation fran county to county and also from district to district 
within the same county. Table 4 indicates the variation from county 
to county within a state. 
TABLE 4 
PUPIL TRANSPORTATION COSTS 















Poor management and organization are not the sole causes of 
this wide variation in pupil transportation costs. Other factors 
which have an effect are geographical location, types of roads, 
amount of precipitation, density of school population, variation of 
bus drivers' salaries, number of pupils living near the school, and 
the extent of district organization. 
The 1953 Yearbook28 of the Department of Rural Education makes 
26 11Wisconsin Pupil Transportation Data 1952-1953," (Madison, 
Wisconsin: Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction, 1953), P• 10-14. 
27 Loo. cit. --
28 Pupil Transportation, ,!?E• cit. 
16 
the following comment on pupil transportation: 
Since transportation is an integral part of education, it 
can only be organized and administered as a part of education. 
This means that transportation must be organized as a part of 
the total educational structure and that policy forming edu-
cational officials must provide the basic organization 
required for effective transportation. 
In considering a desirable pattern of organization for 
pupil transportation, three general levels are important: 
(a) state, (b) county or other intermediate unit, and 
(c) local school or attendance area. 
A pattern for organizing a pupil transportation program is 
outlined by the Department of Rural Education. 29 An outline of this 
organization is presented as follows: 
PATTERN FOR ORGANIZING A PUPIL TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 
State School Authority 
Should exercise broad, general controls 
over pupil transportation such as con-
struction standards for buses and equip-
ment, bus safety, inspection, defining 
minimum standards of adequacy, distri-
buting state funds for tra.nsporta ·on, 
etc. 
County or Intermediate District 
Has all powers not specifically reserved for state education 
authority, including purchase and ownership of school buses, 
establishment of bus routes,employment of drivers, providing 
for operational and maintenance services, determining policy 
in all matters not specifically regulated by the state school 
authority, provides over-all supervision of transportation 
service. 
(continued on next page) 
29 Pupil Transportation, ,£E• cit., P• 90. 
17 




of buses and drivers. 
Local 
Community School 
Carry out all policies 





to Board concerning 
the employment of 
drivers, establish-
ment of routes,etc. 
Today it is not uncommon to find sane modern schools with 
95 per cent of their pupils transported to and fran school by school 
buses.JO The importance of transportation is very readily observed 
in such schools. Cyr and Darland31 recognize that the leadership 
in guiding the develol)Jllent and organization of school transportation 
is a function of the state departments of education. 
The number of transportation specialists in state de-
partments of education is increasing, and that they are in 
a strategic position to increase safety and to save their 
state tens of thousands of dollars annually through their 
activities in developing uniform standards for school buses, 
sponsoring driver training education and pranoting, super-
vising, and administering state programs of t . ansportation. 
Within each individual state the state department of edu-
cation is in the key position to develop sound school transpor-
tation through formulating state policy, stimulating good 
practice, and enforcing minimum state standards. Openly de-
veloped, it can be one of the major steps toward the 
achievement of educational opportunity for rural boys and 
girls. 
DEFINITION OF TERMS 
State department of education, In this study that agency of 
30 Pupil Transportation, .2£• ill•, P• 90. 
31 Cyr and Darland, 2}!• ~•, P• 49 • 
18 
the state established for the purpose of providing educational 
leadership in the public schools is referred to as the "state de-
partment of education." The term, state department of education, has 
reference to the following titles: state department of education, 
state department of public instruction, department of public 
instruction, Texas Education Agency, state board of education, and 
office of state superintendent of public instruction. 
Services of departments of education. The words 
"services of state departments of education" as used in this study 
have reference to only those services actually provided by the edu-
cational agency, not to be confused with services of other state 
offices. 
Pupil transportation. The term "pupil transportation" is used 
to refer to the activity of conveying children to and from public 
schools or on related trips under the supervisi of the school. 
Director 2£_ transportation. 11Director of transportation" as 
stated in this investigation refers to the person in the state de-
partment of education who is responsible to the state superintendent 
or commissioner of education for the pupil transportation program. 
RELATED RF.SEARCH STUDIES 
There has been some study of the problem of pupil transpor-
tation in the past decade. For the most part existing research 
involved studies on the local and state level. The investigation for 
19 
this study did not reveal any previous research similar in nature. 
A master's thesis by Abbott.32 was the only study follll.d that approached 
relationship with this study. 
Doctoral dissertations by Witter,33 Tate,34 and Taylor35 involved 
research pertaining to individual states. A study by cox36 involved 
the various trends in the actual operation and management of pupil 
transportation. Michae137 in his study concerning pupil transpor-
tation in Kansas discusses the historical development of pupil 
transportation met.nods. 
The United States Department of Education h&1 conducted studies 
on various phases of pupil transportation involving areas such as: 
school bus standards, school bus maintenance, safety practices, 
aocom1ting forms, and local management. 
32 Alva D. Abbott, nstate Responsibility for the Organization 
and Transportation of Public School Transportation," (An llllpublished 
Master's thesis, University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado, 1951). 
33 J. c. Witter, ,21?• ~• 
34 ~•, quoting Norwell G. Tate. 
35 ~-, quoting Burtis E. Taylor. 
36 John w. Page, "Adequacy of Legal Provisions Governing School 
Bus Transportation in Kansas," (An llllpublished Master's tb.esis, Fort 
Hays Kansas State College, Hays, Kansas, 1952), P• 13. quoting 
William C. Cox. · 
37 Ibid., P• 13. quoting Edgar W. Michael. 
CHAPTER II 
THE PROBLEM AND METHOD OF PROCEDURE 
The magnitude of pupil transportation services and expenditures 
emphasizes the importance of sound practice. Pupil transportation, 
like any other activity, cannot function without an efficient organi-
zation for leadership, management, and control. In several states the 
state department of education is recognized as the responsible agency 
for supplying services concerning pupil transportation to the local 
school officials. 
'!HE PROBLEM 
Statement 2f problem. The problem of this study is to ascer-
tain the services provided by state departments of education in the 
area of pupil transportation. 
scope of~ study. This research, whi ch was initiated 
during the sdhool year of 1952 and finished in the fall of 1953, in-
volved a study of pupil transportation services provided by the forty-
eight state departments of education. The validity of this investi-
gation is limited by the accuracy of the replies to the questionnaires. 
Importance of~ study. This study is of importance to the 
writer and to educational leaders interested in improving pupil 
transportation. Several. officers of state departments of education 
have expressed interest in this research and have made requests for a 
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summary of the final results. From this study a trend concerning the 
activities of state departments of education in the area of pupil 
transportation may be recognized. 
METHOD OF PROCEDURE 
The basic method of acquiring data for this study was the 
questionnaire. Two different forms of questionnaires were sent to all 
forty-eight state departments of education. The post card type of 
inquiry blank ( appendix A) was used in the preliminary study; then 
later the basic questionnaire ( appendix B) was used to obtain infor-
mation for the final analysis. Although a few second requests were 
required, responses to both sets of questionnaires were received fran 
every state department of education. This desirable response probably 
resulted because of the nature of the organizational structure and the 
cooperative attitude of state departments of education. 
Related material was secured fran the Uni+ed States Office of 
Education, borrowed theses, library books, and periodicals. 
A tabulation of responses received on the returned question-
naires is shown in Chapter III. Chapter IV includes the summary and 
conclusions of this study. 
CHAPTER III 
~ENTATION AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA 
The state department of education is the agency of the state 
established for the purpose of providing leadership in the state 
educational program. Pupil transportation is accepted as a neces-
sary component of the present educational system. Thus by logical 
reasoning it would appear that state departments of education should 
be responsible for leadership in the development and operation of 
efficient and practical pupil transportation systems. Data for this 
study presents information concerning pupil transportation services 
as provided by state departments of education. 
Responses to each item in the questionnaire are treated in 
terms of frequency of response to the particular item under consider-
ation rather than in terms of the nlllllber returning t he questionnaire. 
As would be expected, not all the questions were nswer ed by all the 
respondents; but the number not answering a given question was, in 
each instance, extremely low. Again for the sake of simplicity, each 
item is treated in terms of the number who responded to the parti cular 
question under consideration rather than in terms of the number 
returning questionnaires. 
THE PRELIMINARY SURVEY 
The post card questionnaire (appendix A) was designed to obtain 
general information as to the functions of state departments of edu-
cation in three areas., namely: leadership, operational, and regulatory. 
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for standards for the inspection and approval of school buses. 
In the area of leadership, state departments of education in 
thirty-seven states make studies of local transportation problems. 
In thirty-nine state departments of education advisory information 
pertaining to local bus routes is available to al.l concerned. Sug-
gestions and information relating to school bus maintenance is 
provided by thirty-six state departments of education. The leader-
ship service most often indicated as a function of the state de-
partment of education pertains to information and advisory services 
on operating procedure of the pupil transportation program. Thirty-
three state departments of education indicated that they operate same 
form of a driver training program for the purpose of teaching bus 
drivers safe and effective practices. 
Eleven state departments of education make provisions for some 
form of cooperative purchasing. This may involve either purchasing 
buses by state departments of education directly, or it may pertain 
to the procedure in which the state department of education invites 
bids for new buses or supplies; after which the local school unit 
makes purchases according to state accepted bids. In the latter part 
of this chapter additional information pertaining to cooperative 
purchasing plans is presented in the discussion of the basic 
questionnaire. 
Several state departments of education provide very few, if 
any, of the services listed on the post card questionnaire. The state 
departments of education of Maine and Nevada, for example, indicate 
that they provide none of the services stated on the questionnaire. 
On the other hand., several. states ilildicate that their departments 
of education provide many, if not all, the services listed on the 
questionnaire. The state departments of education in New York and 
South Carolina indicate that they make some provisions for all the 
listed services. Information as to the distribution of state de-
partments of education with respect to the number of services they 
provide is given in Table 6. 
TABLE 6 
TRANSPORTATION SERVI CFS PROVIDED 
BY STA 'IE DEPARTMENTS OF IDUCATION 
AS INDICATED BY RESPONSE TO POST CARD QUESTIONNAIRES 
Number of state Number of 















The post card questionnaire was of value to this study in that 
it presented information which indicated the tendency of state de-
partments of education toward providing services in the field of 
pupil transportation. The responses to the post card questionnaire 
suggest that an extensive investigation of services provided by state 
departments of education in the area of pupil transportation might 
disclose significant facts or trends. 
As a result of the post card questionnaire much information 
concerning services provided by state departments of education in the 
area of pupil transportation was ascertained. Knowledge of this 
information aided materiaJ.ly in the construction of the basic 
questionnaire. 
INTERPRETATION OF DATA 
The basic questionnaire (appendix B) furnished the major source 
of data for this research. The responses to this inquiry-blank reveal. 
that all but one state department of education pr ovide some service 
in the area of pupil transportation. The South Carolina State De-
partment of Education has little responsibility for pupil transpor-
tation; however, this state has an educational finance canmission 
'Which is responsible for providing pupil transportation services; 
the state superintendent of education is a member of the Educational 
Finance Commission. As shown in Table 1, the majority of state de-
partments of education are assuming same responsibility for pupil 
transportation; hOV1ever, this table shows no general. agreement 
among the state departments of education as to the amount of pupil 
transportation services they shGuld provide. 
TABLE 7 
EXTffiT OF PUPIL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
PROVIDED BY STATE DEPARTMENTS OF EDUCATION, 
AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES TO THE BASIC QUESTIONN~ 







~inae the Department of F.duoation in the state of South 
Carolina dees not function in the area of pupil transportation, it 
is not listed in th.is table; therefore the number of departments 
listed total forty-seven. 
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Twenty-five state departments of education appoint some officer, 
director, or commissioner in charge of pupil transportation services. 
Thirty-eight state departments of education have specialists or 
supervisors who assist the individual schools in or anization and 
operation of their transportation programs. The number of persons 
designated and the amount of time spent as transportation supervisors 
vary considerably among states. Maine, for example, has only one 
person acting part time as a pupil transportation supervisor while 
New Jersey provides a total of twenty-one supervisors (one for each 
county) . The Missouri State Department of Education has ten general 
supervisors 'Who operate part time in the area of pupil transportation. 
The number of supervisors provided to assist local units on pupil 
transportation problems is presented in Table 8. 
Of the thirty-eight states having transportation specialists 
or supervisors wi. thin the state department of education, nine states 
indicated that their transportation supervisor operated in the seven 
TABLE 8 
SUPERVISORS PROVIDED BY STATE DEPARTMEN'IS OF EDUCATION 
AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES ON POST CARD QUESTIONNAIRE 
Number of s~ervisors Erovided 
Number of states Part time Full time 
ll l 









areas listed on the basic questionnaire. Areas in which supervisors 
or specialists of state departments of education operate are set 
forth in Table 9. 
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A few states listed additional areas in which their transpor-
tation specialists operate other than those designated in Table 9. 
The Delaware transportation supervisors approve all pupil transpor-
tation provided within the state; this service includes the approving 
TABLE 9 
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of all contracts involving pupil transportation. Transportation 
supervisors in two states, Connecticut and Georgia, indicated that 
they conducted county survey-a. It is also interesting to note that 
Kentucky considers insurance an important area in which its transpor-
tation specialists provide services. 
State departments of education generally agree that one of 
their functions is to establish minimum school bus standards; however, 
in several instances this function is the responsibility of another 
agency such as the state highwq coon:n.ission. Regulations of state 
departments are quite uniform in that many of the standards recog-
nized by the state departments of education are similar to, if not 
the same as, the minimum standards established by the National 
Commission on Safety Education.39 On the basic questionnaire thirty-
nine state departments of education indicated that they establish 
minimum school bus standards. 
In many instances states are cognizant of th minimum physical 
and economic essentials necessary for the existence of a healthy 
program. In order that some school units meet or approach the 
minimum essentials, state aid is provided. Responses on the basic 
questionnaire show that thirty-eight states provide ai d for pupil 
transportation and that this economic assistance is distributed by 
the state departments of education. This economic aid is distributed 
to the local school units on various bases. In f i ve states, New York, 
.39 Minimum Standards For School Buses (Washington, D. C.: 
National Education Association, 1949), PP• l-60. 
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California, Idaho., Utah, and North Carolina, aid is furnished those 
schools who need outside financial aid to meet the minimum requirements 
for sa.fe pupil transportation. Twenty-eight states have some critera 
or formula for the distribution of state aid. In ten states aid for 
transportation is distributed on a fiat rate, based on any one or a 
canbination of the following factors: the number of pupils transported, 
number of miles pupils are transported, the number of buses in use 
which meet state standards, or the number of miles traveled one way. 
In New Jersey 75 per cent of the cost of approved pupil transpor-
tation is paid by the state •. Maryland distributes transportation aid 
on a percentage basis which involves the cost of the foundation 
program of education. Delaware distributes aid on the basis of 
totaJ. cost of the transportation program. The state of Washington 
reimburses all local districts 60 per cent of their approved transpor-
tation costs and an additional 30 per cent, if the district is an 
equalization district. In New Hampshire the basis for transportation 
aid involves a canplicated fonnula based on st ate foundation aid; 
through the application of this formula the amount districts recei ve 
per pupil transported varies widely. 
Fifteen respondents indicate that the responsibility for 
establishing rules and regulations which specify -what pupils shall be 
transported in public school buses is the responsibility of the state 
department of education. Notations by seven respondents stated that 
the responsibility for preparing the above mentioned rules and 
regulations is the function of the state legislative body. Indirectly 
the social and economic conditions of the state affect the rules and 
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regulations which pertain to the problem of stating who shall ride 
the public school buses. 
Twenty-nine state departments of education establish, to sane 
extent, standards for school bus drivers. In the other nineteen 
states agencies other than the state department of education es-
tablish regulations pertaining to school bus operators; a few of 
these agencies are the state finance commission, state highway 
canmission, state legislative body, and motor vehicle departments. 
From the responses to the basic questionnaire a trend may be noted, in 
that, state departments of education tend to establish regulations or 
standards in the areas pertaining to age limitations of drivers, 
physical qualifications, special driver's license, and attendance at 
driver training programs. Table 10 points out those regulations and 
standards which are established by state departments of education. 
A relatively new service provided by state departments of edu-
cation pertains to cooperative purchasing of transportation supplies. 
There are two general procedures by which state departments of edu-
cation assist the local school units in purchasing new buses and 
supplies at reduced prices. In one method the state actually 
purchases the new buses or supplies in wholesale lots. Then this 
merchandise is sold to the local unit a.t the reduced price. In the 
other plan the state department of education requests bids frcm 
manufacturers and dealers on transportation supplies and new buses. 
After the state department arrives at the most desirable terms, then 
local school uni ts are to purchase their supplies and buses from the 
dealers with whcm prices have been previously established by the 
AREAS IN WHICH STATE DEPARTMENTS OF EDUCATION 34 
F.STABLISH STAND.ARDS AND REGULATIONS FOR SCHOOL BUS DRIVERS 
AS INDICATED BY THE BASIC QUESTIONNAIRE 
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State departments of education indicating that they make no 
provisions for establishing standards and regulations for school bus 
drivers are: Alabama, Arizona, Connecticut, Georgia, Indiana, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, Oregon, South Carolina, and Vermont. 
state department of education. At the present time there are only 
eleven states operating same form of cooperative purchasing plan; 
these are listed in Table 11. The Georgia State Department of Edu-
35 
c a ti. on noted in the basic questionnaire that it hopes to initiate some 
!orm of a cooperative purchasing program this coming year. 
TABLE 11 
COOPERATIVE PURCHASING PLANS BY STATE DEPARTMENTS OF EDUCATION 
AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES TO BASIC QUESTIONNAIRE 
Purchase buses or Requests bids in Procedures 
equipment in behalf behal.f of the local not described 
of the local schools schools 
Alabama. Alabama Florida 
Arkansas Michigan North Dakota 
North Carolina Mississippi Ohio 
Oklahoma New York 
Texas North Carolina 
It is interesting to note that in eight of the eleven states in 
wiich the state department of education participates in some form of 
a cooperative program the average cost per pupil transported is below 
the average cost for the nation. These eight states in question are 
North Carolina, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Mississippi, Oklahoma, 
Ohio, and Texas. 
There is some question as to the legality and value of local 
schools purchasing liability insurance, since schools are generally 
considered governmental agencies and thus can not be sued; however, 
sixteen state departments of education make some legal and advisory 
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provisions llhich pertain to school liability insurance. These states 
are Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Michigan, New Jersey, New Mexico, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wyoming. The Connecticut 
State Insurance Department establishes policies and provides legal 
information on liability insurance to local schools; in South 
Carolina the State Finance Commission has this responsibility. The 
Idaho State Department of Education requires local schools to 
purchase liability insurance; Wisconsin statutes require similar 
action by its local schools. Texas statutes, however, make it 
unlawful for local schools to purchase liability insurance. In 1953 
the Kansas Legislature40 made provisions which permit schools to 
purchase liability insurance. 
In order to review and evaluate transportation practices ade-
quate records must be kept by some central agency. Forty-five state 
departments of education act as depositories for pupil transportation 
records. Only three state departments of education indicate that 
they keep no records of pupil transportation. These states are South 
Carolina, North Dakota, and Massachusetts; however, records per-
taining to pupil transportation in South Carolina are kept by the 
State Finance Commission. Transportation records which the respon-
dents thought worth keeping include records relating to the nwnber of 
school buses in operation, number of pupils transported, cost of 
40 "Summary of 1953 Kansas Legislation, u ( Topeka, Kansas: 
Kansas Revisor of Statutes, May 1953), P• 46. 
transportation, number of bus accidents, miles traveled by buses, 
operative costs, insurance reports, types of ownership, lists of 
vehicles and drivers, number of contracted drivers, and maintenance 
records. Table 12 includes the transportation records indicated in 
the responses to the basic questionnaire. 
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A good transportation manual is a valuable aid to the local 
school administrator in the operation of the pupil transportation 
program. These state manuals may include infomation on matters per-
taining to state policies, safety precautions, methods of operation, 
record forms, personnel responsibilities, and data concerning pupil 
transportation in the state. Thirty-three respondents stated on the 
basic questionnaire that the state department of educatiGn publishes 
some form of a transportation manual. According to the responses, the 
Colorado, Maryland, Mirmesota, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Texas 
state departments of education are now in the process of making 
revisions to their transportation manuals. The I ndiana State De-
partment of Education does not publish a manual on pupil transportation 
as such; however, it does include infonnation on pupil transportation 
in its administrator• s handbook. In Utah the State Depart.men t of Edu-
cation cooperates with the State Road Commission in publishing a 
transportation manual. The thirty-one state departments of education 
which make provisions for pupil transportation manuals are as follows: 
Arkansas, Colorado, California, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Illinois, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North Carolina 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wyoming. 
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CHAPTER IV 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
The basic source of data for this study was the questionnaire. 
Related material was secured from the United States Office of Edu-
cation, unpublished materials, library books, and periodicals. The 
writer has assumed that the responses to the questionnaires were made 
by qualified personnel; furthermore, that the responses listed in 
this study are subject to change when and if facts which were not 
available at the time of the response become available. Data were 
received trau all forty-eight state departments of education. 
An examination of the data shown on the post card questionnaire 
(appendix A) indicates that many of the respondents listed services in 
the area of pupil transportation which were provided by agencies other 
than the state departments of education. For this reason the data on 
the post card questionnaire were not of too great a value; although 
some information of material value was ascertained. 
Data obtained from the post card questionnaire emphasized 
transportation services in three areas - regulatory, leadership, and 
operational. Services provided by the forty-eight state departments 
of education as indicated by the respondents are as follows: 
Services regulatory in nature. 
l. Seventeen states approve local bus routes. 
2. Twenty-three states establish standards for bus routes. 
J. Thirty-four states establish standards for bus drivers. 
-
4. Twenty-six states inspect and approve school buses. 
$. Thirty states prescribe bus operating procedures. 
Leadership services. 
l. Thirty-seven states make local transportation studies. 
2. Thirty-nine states offer advice on laying out bus routes. 
3. Thirty-six states advise on maintenance programs. 
4. Forty-two states give advice on operating procedure. 
Operational services. 
1. Thirty-three states operate driver training programs. 
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2. Eleven states operate a cooperative purchasing plan. 
A composite summarization of the responses to the post card 
questionnaire follows: 
l. Two states indicate that they make provisions for all the 
services listed. 
2. Two st.ates indicate that no provisi on is made for any of 
the services listed. 
3. The mean number of services provided per state is 6.8. 
An examination of the data obtained from the basic questionnaire 
(appendix B) indicates the extent to which state departments of edu-
cation provide service in the area of pupil transportation. 
1. Twelve state departments of education provide few services 
in the area of pupil transportation. 
2. Twenty-one state departments of education provide a 
moderate number of transportation services. 
3. Fifteen state departments of education provide an extensive 
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number of transportation services. 
4. In twenty-five states pupil transportation is directed by 
a camnissioner or a director l'lho is a staff member of the state de-
partment of education. 
5. Thirty-eight states provide transportation supervisors who 
assist local schools in promoting better pupil transportation. The 
number of supervisors varies among states; one state has a transpor-
tation supervisory staff of twenty-one persons, one supervisor for 
every county. 
Data supplied by the basic questionnaire also reveal that state 
departments of education provide a variety of services in the area of 
pupil transportation. These services as provided by state departments 
of education are recognized as informational, regulatorial, and 
operational. 
Informational services. State department s of education are 
realizing the need for leadership and the necessity for taking the 
initiative in planning, coordinating, and providing research for the 
state program. Further research reflects the need for additional 
information on pupil transportation reports and operating procedure. 
l. Forty-five state departments of education act as depositories 
for pupil transportation records. 
2. Forty-five states file records pertaining to the number of 
school buses in operation. 
J. Forty-four states keep records on cost of pupil transpor-
tation. 
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4. Thirty-two states file records of bus accidents. 
$. Thirty-seven states keep records on miles traveled by buses. 
6. Thirty-three states publish manuals on pupil transportation 
which provide the local school with information pertaining to laws, 
record forms, standards, safety provisions, personnel obligations, and 
operational procedure. 
Regulatory services. Prescribing minimum standards for school 
buses, standards for bus drivers, and regulations as to minimum 
distances and what students should be transported are considered 
services of a regulatory nature. In some instances the standards 
established by state departments of education are adopted from those 
standards recommended by the National Education Association's manual 
entitled Minimum Standards For School Buses. 4l These standards are 
established for the purpose of promoting safety. 
1. Thirty-nine states establish minimum school bus standards. 
2. Fifteen states establish rules lftlich specify who shall be 
provided transportation. 
J. In twenty-nine states school bus drivers must meet es-
tablished qualifications. 
4. Twenty-two states establish age limits for bus drivers. 
5. Twenty-four states prescribe physical qualifications for 
bus drivers. 
41 Minim.um Standards For School Buses, 1948 revised edition 
(Washington, D. C.: National Education Association, National Commission 
on Safety Education, 1949), 60 PP• 
-
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6. Ten states require that bus drivers have previous driving 
experience. 
7 • In fifteen states the bus driver must know how to administer 
first aid. 
8. Twenty-one states require bus drivers to acquire a special 
driver's license. 
9. Eighteen states require bus drivers to attend driver 
training programs. 
10. Twelve states permit students to drive school buses. 
(Available records indicate that student drivers are as safe and 
capable as adult drivers.) 
ll. Sixteen states make provisions which permit local school 
authorities to purchase liability insurance. 
Operational services. State departments of education must 
constantly be alert to practices which will reduce expenditures and 
improve the overall pupil transportation progr am. Data obtained fran 
the basic questionnaire indicate cooperative purchasing plans and 
supervisory services are being practiced. 
l. Eleven states conduct some form of a cooperati ve purchasing 
program. 
2. Five states purchase buses or equipment in behalf of 
schools. 
J. Six st.ates request bids on supplies and equipment in behalf 
of individual schools. 
4. Twenty-seven state supervisors assist in establishing bus 
routes. 
5. Thirty-six states assist in planning and conducting driver 
training prGgrams. 
6. Twenty-four states inspect vehicles. 
7. Twenty-three states promote preventive maintenance practices. 
8. Thirty-five states assist in the promotion of safety 
procedures. 
9. Twenty-eight states assist local schools in developing 
reports. 
10. Twenty-one states offer consultation on purchasing policies. 
For the convenience of the reader Table 13 presents a tabular 
summarization of the data obtained in this study. Additional infor-
mation from related research is also presented in this table. 
From the data obtained in this investigation and information 
from related studies the following conclusions may be made. 
l. Only in the last decade have punil transportation services 
been recognized as a function of state departments of education. 
2. There is a lack of uniformity as to the number and types of 
pupil transportation services provided by state departments of edu-
cation. 
3. Reduced expenditures result when local school authorities 
utilize the cooperative purchasing plan conducted by the state 
department of education. 
4. In sane instances, agencies other than state departments of 
education provide most of the services which pert.a.in to pupil 
transportation. 
-
5. Since pupil transportation is a relatively new service in 
state departments of education, it is very difficult to determine the 
absolute value of such services at this time; however, it appears 
that schools under state departments of education which offer the 
most pupil transportation services have the better transportation 
programs. 
6. The trend is toward more services pertaining to pupil 
transportation by state departments of education. 
7. The average cost per pupil transported within a state is 
affected by many factors, such as; the types of roads, density of 
population, precipitation, number of pupils living near the school, 
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lhoma 11J3,000 25.30 3,617,932 y y y y y y y y y 
:on 106,870 32.80 3,506,180 y y y y y y 
LBylvania 346,916 35.54 12,331,906 y y y y y y y y 
le Island 15,743 30.77 484,455 y y y 
,h CarolinaA 130,973 23.27 3,047,976 
,h Dakota lL,709 61.17 899,874 y y y y 
tessee 252,443 20.34 5,136,.003 y y y y y y y y y 
LS 411,814 26.91 n,082,103 y y y y y y y y y 
l 42,329 23.90 1,011,950 y y y y y y y 
1ont 14,877 5.5.10 819,846 y y 
~inia 279,596 18.39 5,141,970 y y y y y y y y 
dngton 146,971 28.76 4,227,085 y y y y y y y 
:. Virginia 17.5, 212 19.21 3,367,166 y y y y y y y y y 
ionsin 78,.000 64.10 5,000,000 y y y y y y nr 
dng 15,090 67.19 1,014,021 y y y y y y 
TOTAL 6,980,689 if$29.31 $204,611,983 25 38 39 38 15 29 11 16 45 33 
denote affirmative responses 
~ansportation services provided by state finance commission .i=-
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APPENDIX A 
W. J. Terry 
Superintendent of Education 
State Department of Education 
Montgomery 4, Alabama 
Dear Mr. Terry: 
Rozel, Kansas 
August 1, 1952 
I wish to ascertain the broad areas of services which your 
State Department of Education provides in the area of pupil 
transportation. A postal card questionnaire is enclosed. This 
questionnaire is designed to gather information for the prelimi-
nary survey. This information is to be used in conducting 
research on the subject, "Services Provided by State Departments 
of Education in the Area of Pupil Transportation. 11 
Your cooperation in filling out this questionnaire will be 
appreciated. 
Any additional information which you or your department may 
provide on the subject of pupil transportation would be welcomed. 
Respectfully, 
Joe L. Blattner 
Ehclosure: Postcard Questionnaire 
.52 
POSTCARD QUESTIONNAIRE 
Please check services which your 
State Department provides: 
A. Regulatory: 
1 . Approve local bus routes 
2. Establish standards for bus routes 
3 . Establish standards for bus drivers 
4 . Inspect and approve school busses 
5 . Prescribe bus operating procedures 
B. Leadership: 
1. Make local transportation studies L __ _ 
2. Advise on local bus routes 
3. Advise on maintenance program 
4 . Advise on operating procedures -'----· 
C. Operational: 





June 18, 1953 
55 
Last September your State Department of Education was most 
considerate in filling out a post card questionnaire which perta.ined 
to the research problem, "Services Provided by the State Departments 
of Education in the Area of Pupil Transportation." I wish to express 
my appreciation for your fine spirit of cooperation. 
Enclosed is a questionnaire designed to obtain additional 
information on the services of pupil transportation which your State 
Department of Education renders to the schools and communities of 
your state. Please keep in mind that this study is not concerned 
with the services of the State Highway Pat~ol unless they act 
directly in behalf of your department. 
Your completion and return of this questionnaire at your 
earliest convenience will be appreciated. I thank you roost 
sincerely for your assistance and cooperation. 
JLB/pcs 
Enclosures : QUest.ionnaire 
Envelope 
Respectfully, 
Joe 1. Blattner 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
to determine 56 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY STATE DEPARTMENTS OF EDUCATION 
IN THE AREA OF PUPIL TRANSPORTATION 
Please place a check (X) in the proper space after the questions 
which apply to your state department. 
1. How much responsibility for pupil transportation does your 
state department of education assume? 
Little ____ Moderate ___ Extensive __ _ 
2. Does your state department of education provide for a 
director or commissioner of pupil transportation? 
Yes___ No __ _ 
3. Does your state department of education provide specialists or 
supervisors who assist the individual schools in the field? 
Yes __ ...., No __ _ 
If your answer is -yes, how many? ------,,-----,----Check the areas in which the above personnel operate. 
a. establishi!].g bus routes 
b. driver training programs 
c, vehicle inspections 
d. vehicle preventive maintenance 
e. safety measures in pupil transportation 
f. record keeping techniques 
g. purchasing school buses and equipment = h. ..i.(.;;..o.;.;th_e;..;;r .. )________________ _ 
4. Does your state department of education establish minimum 
school bus standards? 
Yes ___ No __ _ 
5. Does your state provide state aid for pupi l transportation? 
Yes ___ No 
If your answer is yes, is t~he__,d...,.i-stribution of state aid a 
function of the state department of education? 
Yes ___ No~ ....... -
If your answer is yes, on what basis is aid given? 
a. to meet minimum needs for service 
b. a formula_involring-..nuinber .6f:-p:µpUs 
transported 
c. flat rate 
6. Does your state department of education make regulations 
determining what pupils shall ride the school bus? 
Yes ___ No __ _ 
7. Does your state department of education establish standards 
for school bus drivers? 
Yes___ No __ _ 
If your answer is yes, check item which you regulate 
a. age limitations 
b. physical qualifications 
c. experience requirements 
d. knowledge of first aid 
e. special driver license 
f. attend driver training program 
g. permit student drivers 
- h. (other) --------------------
8. Does your state department of education conduct a purchasing 
program of some fonn concerning transportation equipment? 
Yes ___ No __ _ 
If your answer is yes, check items 
a. purchases buses or equipment in behalf of the 
schools 
b. requests bids in behalf of individual 
schools 
c. (other) 
9. Does your state department of education make any provisions 
concerning the school and liability insurance with r espect 
to pupil transportation? 
Yes ___ No __ _ 
10. Does your state department of education keep on file records 
pertaining to pupil transportation? 
Yes ___ No ............... _ 
If your answer is yes, check which records you maintain 
a. number of school buses in operation 
b. number of pupils transported 
c. cost of transportation 
d. number of bus accidents 
e. miles traveled by buses 
f • (other) 
11. Does your state department of education publish a manual 
which includes rules , r egulations, and laws pertai.ning to 
pupil transportation? 
Yes___ No __ _ 
If your answer is yes, please send one. 
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Questionnaire filled out by ______________ _ 
Name 
Title 
State 
